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Propositions: 
I. Contrary to what is usually assumed, Kemalist policy on women’s clothing 
in the early republic, although it ideally favored total unveiling, did not resort 
to direct intervention in women’s covering of their hair. Anti-veiling 
campaigns of the single-party era targeted the peçe (face veil) and the çarşaf 
(full-body cloak), and in some cities, the local equivalent of the çarşaf, only.     
II. Anti-veiling campaigns of the 1930s should be seen as the main wave of 
anti-veiling campaigns in the republican era, and should be analyzed in the 
context of 1930s Turkey, which was characterized by an increasingly 
authoritarian regime. In other words, anti-veiling campaigns were part of a 
new phase that Kemalism had entered in the 1930s. 
III. The analysis of the correspondence between Ankara and the provinces 
shows that the local administrators were clearly encouraged by the regime to 
organize anti-veiling campaigns. Ankara tried to control these local initiatives 
and coordinate the implementation of the campaigns. 
IV. Despite Ankara’s involvement in the process, the anti-veiling campaigns 
in 1930s Turkey were mainly local phenomena. They were shaped by the local 
actors and circumstances rather than directives coming from the center. 
V. A closer look at the directives and circulars sent by the Ministry of Interior 
and the General Secretary of the Republican People’s Party reveals that they 
were weak in terms of policy guidance. Ankara’s voice was at times 
ambivalent and inconsistent, especially regarding the mechanisms through 
which the removal of the peçe and the çarşaf should be accomplished. This 
ambiguity created a relatively broad space for the local administrators to 
interpret and manipulate the policies of Ankara. This relatively broad space 
also enabled various social actors to be involved in the anti-veiling campaigns, 
and to influence, negotiate and change the terms of clothing change attempted 
by the regime.    
VI. Women were not passive receivers of this process. They were “visible” at 
all levels in the anti-veiling campaigns, as active subjects who resisted, 
manipulated, domesticated and fostered the new dress codes in complex ways.  
VII. Compared to its political history, the social history of modern Turkey is 
much less developed. One reason for this is the dominance of state-centered 
and elite-centered perspectives. The state-society dichotomy, the regime vs. 
the halk framework often used to characterize the experience of the Kemalist 
regime leaves little room for the social actors to appear as just as important a 
force as the high-level political elite in Ankara.    
VIII. Although it emerged as an analysis critical of the main assumptions of 
the modernization theory as well as the Kemalist interpretations of the single-
party era in Turkey, the center-periphery approach did not go beyond the state-
society dichotomy that has been salient in the field of Turkish studies. In fact, 
it contributed to its reproduction, and as such, provided limited opportunity in 
terms of shifting the focus away from the high-level elite and seeing the 
complexity of state-society relations. 
IX. One of the main shortcomings of the dominance of state-centered 
perspectives in Turkish studies is the neglect of the local. Usually 
characterized as the “periphery,” the local has been seen as either passive, and 
thus comparatively insignificant, or traditional, and thus reactionary. This 
resulted in the underestimation of the many components of the “periphery;” 
the multiplicity of the actors and agencies that have shaped the state policies 
at the local level. 
X. A great deal has been achieved in feminist historiography in restoring 
women’s agency. Studies that analyze women’s agency beyond the dichotomy 
of resistance and subordination are particularly illuminating. Such a multi-
layered understanding of agency can enrich the gendered analysis of Kemalist 
modernization and allow us to see more clearly the simultaneously 
regulatory/controlling and empowering aspects of the so-called “projects” of 
the regime.    
XI. The recently flourishing literature on modern Turkey, which is concerned 
with unpacking the complexities of the state-society relations, understanding 
the everyday politics of modernization, and restoring the agency of ordinary 
people, has widened the horizons for a better analysis of the single-party era. 
Historians of modern Turkey should continue this endeavor with an inter-
disciplinary perspective, by benefitting from new theoretical insights as well 
as from anthropological and sociological studies that provide lenses 
particularly for the study of the local and the micro dynamics of social change.     
XII. Feminists left their mark on the shaping of the Gezi protests in Turkey in 
summer 2013. They were not only among the most active groups inside Gezi 
Park while the park was occupied by the protestors for two weeks, but they 
also managed to shape the uprising beyond the park itself, and, for example, 
played a remarkable role in challenging the sexist discourses and practices of 
the resistance all over Turkey. It is not a coincidence that the most enduring 
organization that remained from the Gezi protests is a women’s forum formed 
in Yoğurtçu Park in Kadıköy on the Anatolian side of Istanbul, Yoğurtçu 
Kadın Forumu, which has continued to meet without interruption on 
Wednesdays since the summer of 2013.        
XIII. Writing a PhD thesis is a particularly challenging task in Turkey due to 
the enormously charged and disturbing agenda of the country. It becomes 
extremely difficult to concentrate on anything, let alone writing a thesis, while 
trying to deal with the political tensions, and all sorts of violence and tragedies 
that have become almost routinized. Being a scholar working on the 1930s 
only increases your frustration about what is happening, since you cannot help 
but think of some striking parallels between that era and today’s Turkey.     
 
